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REMARKS 

Examiners Rice and Bali are thanked for extending a personal interview to the 
undersigned and to Mr. Akira Hasuike on November 5 ? 2008. At the interview, the Nan- 
Compliant Amendment was discussed and the Examiners' agreed to reconsider the objection 
upon the receipt of an Amendment containing new claims that the applicant believes are 
consistent with the invention defined by the original claims. It was also suggested at the 
interview that an apparatus be referred to in connection with the practice of the method. 

New claim 49 points out a image display method that includes downloading an image to a 
viewer in combination with the language of original claims 1, 10 and 15. The following list 
shows the correspondence of the new claims to the original claims: 
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68 8,9 

Since the newly presented claims track the original claims, it is believed that the objection 
that a different invention is being claimed has been overcome. 

The applicants' response to the rejection of the original claims over the prior art has 
already been presented . Nothing in the Brown patent suggests the steps of: (a) dividing the 
image into a plurality of areas; (b) determining each divided image in accordance with a relative 
position between the image and the display region of the viewer, (c) setting a predetermined 
number of frame elements on the viewer including fitting the divided image into each frame 
element; (d) when an image is to be moved, calculating the coordinates of the origin of each 
frame element to be moved and (f) implementing the relative movement of the image in the 
display region. These steps are recited in new claim 49 and in addition points out that the image 
consists of a plurality of divided images having different file formats as pointed out in claim 67. 
It is requested thai the rejections of record be withdrawn and an early indication of allowable 
subject matter be given. An early and favorable action is earnestly solicited- 



Respectfully Submitted 
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